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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This FINAL action is responsive to the Amendment filed on 02/21/07. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending. Claims 1, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16 and 17 are independent claims. 

Withdrawn Rejections 

3. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 1-17 with cited references of Joshi U.S. 7,134,137 in view of 
Layman U.S. 7,069,335 has been withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth 
in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joshi (U.S. 7,134,137, filed 
Feb 26, 2001) in view of Layman (U.S. 7,069,335, filed Aug 9, 2000) further in view of Nishio (U.S. Pub 
2003/0137693, filed Jan 21, 2003). 

Regarding Independent claims 1, 10, 13 and 16, Joshi teaches An instruction form retrieval apparatus 
comprising: A storage part that stores user information and information on an instruction form management 
apparatus that is connected to the instruction form retrieval apparatus via a network and is holding an 
instruction form accessible to a user, the instruction form and the user information, being associated with 
each other wherein the instruction form includes instructions to perform at least one of faxing, scanning and 
printing files (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21, Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile). A reception part that receives information on a user (column 17, 
lines 20-30, wherein the auditing module and audit logs make up the reception part that receives information 
on the user); A retrieval part that retrieves the instruction form accessible to the user from the instruction 
form management apparatus based on the received information on the user (column 2, lines 45-67 & 
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column 48, lines 18-21 , wherein the user profile information allows access to the instruction form as 
described by the XML instructions defined in the remote procedure call. Further a remote procedure call 
allows instructions to be sent across different computers that follow the instructions to perform tasks or run 
other applications); Although Joshi mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he 
fails to describe the actual execution of the instruction form. Layman discloses An output part that outputs 
information on the retrieved instruction form to allow the user to instruct performing a process indicated in 
the instruction form to one or more instruction form execution apparatuses connected to the instruction form 
retrieval apparatus via the network, (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60, wherein the instruction form 
is the XML message that includes instructions to be performed by another computer on the network using a 
remote procedure call). Layman fails to describe that the execution apparatus explicitly includes support for 
printing, faxing or scanning operations. However Nishio teaches the use of SOAP messages for printing 
operations (see fig 11, paragraphs 6-10 & 38-41). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the 
network that includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates 
that the invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in 
detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls 
or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are 
used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein 
Nishio explicitly shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 2, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the output part outputs the information on the retrieved 
instruction form to the instruction form execution apparatus used by the user (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, 
lines 20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning 
and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure 
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calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an 
apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. 
Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. 
Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for 
printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 3, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the output part outputs the information on the instruction 
form to a terminal used by the user (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the time of the invention 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an 
execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation 
being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail 
whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML 
based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe 
that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are 
applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 4, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the output part outputs a command to the instruction form 
management apparatus to transmit the instruction form accessible to the user to the instruction form 
execution apparatus used by the user, based on the information on the retrieved instruction form (abstract, 
fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
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ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that 
includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the 
invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the 
execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP 
for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for 
faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio 
explicitly shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 5, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the output part outputs a command to the instruction form 
management apparatus to transmit the instruction form accessible to the user to a terminal used by the user, 
based on the information on the retrieved instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the 
instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning and faxing 
capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure calls using 
XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on 
the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a 
step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such 
SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for printing 
services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 6, with dependency of claim 1, Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
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of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the outputted information on the retrieved instruction form 
is information on the instruction form management apparatus holding the instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, 
& column 5, lines 20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes 
printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses 
remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of 
instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for 
exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, 
scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly 
shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 7, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the outputted information on the retrieved instruction form 
includes information to identify the instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the time 
of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions 
on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning and faxing 
capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure calls using 
XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on 
the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a 
step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such 
SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for printing 
services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 8, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
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and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses Wherein user authentication is performed using the information on 
the user (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the 
network that includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates 
that the invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in 
detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls 
or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are 
used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein 
Nishio explicitly shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 9, with dependency of claim 1 , Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses a display information generation part that generates information to 
display the information on the retrieved instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60). At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to output the 
instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning and faxing 
capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure calls using 
XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an apparatus on 
the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a 
step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such 
SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for printing 
services. 

Regarding Independent claims 11 and 12, Joshi teaches An instruction form execution apparatus 
comprising: An attachment part that attaches a storage medium, which is unique to a predetermined user, 
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holding information on a plurality of instruction form management apparatuses holding instruction form 
accessible to the user (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21, Joshi teaches the use of identity 
information from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi 
indicates that the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the 
instruction form and is associated with the identity profile); Although Joshi mentions the use of remote 
procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution of the instruction form. 
Layman discloses An input part that inputs the instruction form accessible to the user from two or more of 
the instruction form management apparatuses, based on the information on the instruction form 
management apparatus (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60, wherein the instruction form is the XML 
message that includes instructions to be performed by another computer on the network using a remote 
procedure call); An execution part that executes a plurality processing instructions indicated in the input 
instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60, wherein the instruction form includes plurality of 
instructions and is the XML message that includes instructions to be performed by another computer on the 
network using a remote procedure call). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that 
includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the 
invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the 
execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP 
for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for 
faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio 
explicitly shows application for printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 14, with dependency of claim 1 3, Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with.the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses wherein the information on the retrieved instruction form is 
outputted to the instruction form execution apparatus used by the user (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 
20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
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output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning 
and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure 
calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an 
apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. 
Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. 
Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for 
printing services. 

Regarding Dependent claim 15, with dependency of claim 13, Joshi teaches the use of identity information 
from an identity profile in a system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that 
the system uses XML language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form 
and is associated with the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi 
mentions the use of remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution 
of the instruction form. Layman discloses outputting a command to the instruction form management 
apparatus to transmit the instruction form accessible to the user to the instruction form execution apparatus 
used by the user, based on the information on the retrieved instruction form (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, 
lines 20-60). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that includes printing, scanning 
and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the invention uses remote procedure 
calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the execution of instructions to an 
apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP for exchanging messages. 
Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for faxing, scanning or printing. 
Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio explicitly shows application for 
printing services. 

Regarding Independent claim 17, Joshi teaches the use of identity information from an identity profile in a 
system that provides data to resources on a network. Further Joshi indicates that the system uses XML 
language instructions in a remote procedure call. The XML data is the instruction form and is associated with 
the identity profile (column 2, lines 45-67 & column 48, lines 18-21). Although Joshi mentions the use of 
remote procedure calls and user authorization he fails to describe the actual execution of the instruction 
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form. Layman discloses an instruction form execution apparatus comprising: An attachment part that 
attaches a storage medium that stores an instruction form that includes processing instructions accessible to 
a use r wherein the instruction form includes instructions to perform at least one of faxing, scanning and 
printing files (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60, wherein the instruction form is the XML message 
that includes instructions to be performed by another computer on the network using a remote procedure 
call); A processing part that executes the processing instructions based on the instruction form to process 
information not stored in the storage medium (abstract, fig 2 &3, & column 5, lines 20-60, wherein the 
instruction form is the XML message and includes a processing component for processing the instructions in 
the message). Layman fails to describe that the execution apparatus explicitly includes support for printing, 
faxing or scanning operations. However Nishio teaches the use of SOAP messages for printing operations 
(see fig 1 1 , paragraphs 6-1 0 & 38-41 ). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to output the instructions on the form to an execution apparatus on the network that 
includes printing, scanning and faxing capabilities. The motivation being that Joshi indicates that the 
invention uses remote procedure calls using XML but not in detail whereas Layman describes in detail the 
execution of instructions to an apparatus on the network using XML based remote procedure calls or SOAP 
for exchanging messages. Nishio goes a step further to describe that the SOAP messages are used for 
faxing, scanning or printing. Hence such SOAP messaging are applied to web services wherein Nishio 
explicitly shows application for printing services. 



It is noted that any citation [[s]] to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and 
any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is 
relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. [[See, MPEP 2123]] 



Response to Arguments 
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6. Applicant's arguments filed 02/21/07 have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 
Furthermore no new arguments to the prior references were raised by the applicant in the response. 

Conclusion 
References cited 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

• Ito (U.S. Pub 2003/0225894) discloses "Image Forming Apparatus Including Web Service 
Functions" 

• Tenebaum (U.S. Pub 2003/0182438) discloses "Method And Systems For The Provision Of 
Printing Services" 

• Simpson (U.S. Pub 2006/0023249) discloses "Replacement Component For A Printing Device" 

• Blue et al. (U.S. Pub 2007/0073772) discloses "Productivity Tracking For Printer Systems" 

• Makishima et al. (U.S. Pub 2003/0231339) discloses "Remote Printing System And Remote 
Printing Service Method" 

• Karakashian et al. (U.S. Pub 2004/0064503) discloses "System And Method For Web Services 
Java API-Based Invocation" * 

• Itoh (U.S. Pub 2004/0190049) discloses "Printing System, Printing Management Device, Print 
Server, Printing Method, And Storage Medium" 

• NPL (Fontoura et al., Tspaces Services Suite: Automating the Development and Management of 
Web Services, Acm, pgs 1-9) 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and 
the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on M, W 
6 am-3 pm T, TH 6 am-2pm, Fr 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. 
Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Manglesh M. Patel 
Patent Examiner 
May 10, 2007 
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